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Better adjuſted, Oe. 


= Do not wonder that the enemies of 
ED. liberty, and the advocates for high- 
church power, ſhould think all 
times improper to promote any 
deſigns and attempts for the com- 
mon good of mankind, and the ho- 
r of the chriſtian feligion. They have in all 
s of the church ſacriized the principles of pi- 
and virtue to their own ſecular intereſt, and 
mpled upon the caufe of God, and the rights 
men, to maintain their own unnatural and un- 
A 2 chriſtian 


[ 4] 
chriſtian uſurpations. That the Corporation » 
Teft acts are an abrid of the natural rights; 
ſubjects, you yourſelt acknowledge, and that th 
have been the occaſions of the moſt horrid pr 
phanation of one of the moſt ſacred inflitution 
chriſtianity, is a thing as evident as the experi 
of many years can make it, and juſtifies the |) 
ſenters in all reaſonable and peaceable attemyy 
to endeayour to procure the removal of their d 
difficulties, and to prevent any farther proftituti 
of the ſolemn appointments of the chriſtian chu 
and worſhip. To accompliſh theſe ends, thei 
ſenters have been conſidering the propereſt ſea 
and methods of acting, being all of them fil 
perſuaded, that the repeal of the two acts is 
ſonable and fit, though unhappily divided amony 
themſelves as to the particular ſeaſon when It 
fitteſt to attempt it. But it ſeems they are fi 
to imagine that any ſeaſon whatſoever can be! 
and the diſpute is adjuſted to their hands, a 
they are told, that #0 time is or can be proper. 
will not pretend to gueſs, Sir, who you an 
but your determination of the diſpute I ſhall tal 
the liberty to conſider, and to affirm concerning! 
that it is partial and unfair, and founded uponti 
moſt unrighteous repreſentation of the Diſſent 
and their principles, and upon ſuch a ſcheme 
politicks as hath neither honour or truth to ſi 
port it. This is what I hope to make fully appt 
in the enſuing pages; and as you leave the U 
{enters * zo debate and determine the point conceriil 
the proper time amongſt themſelves, I muſt beg len 
as the cauſe is ſtill depending, to make myſelf ſo 
a party to it, as to ſhew that you have miſtake 
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te caſe, and thruſt yourſelf into the arbitration 
an affair that either you do not underſtand, or 
we wickedly miſrepreſented. 

Your firſt obſervation is, it cannot be denied by 
ther of the contending parties, that theſe two ads 
tre deſigned for the ſecurity 1 of the efta- 
iþed conflitution, in church and flate. Sup poſing 
hey were, doth this prove the wiſdom and equity 
f theſe acts? Or that after a long experience 
the inconvemencies occaſioned by them, they 
ught never to be repealed ? If you would do any 
ing to the purpoſe to vindicate them, you ſhould 
jew, that they have anſwered the end of their 
ing enacted, and that they have never been the 
ccaſions of the moſt horrid impieties: And if the 
imiſfion of perſons into offices of the higheſt truſt 
ithout any ſacramental qualification be conſiſtent 
ith the preſervation of the eſtabliſhed church, you 
ould ſhew in good politicks the neceſſity and ex 
xdiency of their farther continuance ; and if you 
a chriſtian, and a chriſtian miniſter, who have 
regard to the ſacredneſs of your character, 
nd the honour of your maſter's appointment, 
0 ſhould farther thew, that if the ſacrament 
ah ever been abuſed in conſequence of theſe 
ts, how you can anſwer it to your conſci- 
ce, or the tribunal of your great Lord, to be- 
me an advocate for the continuance of a practice 
it is a ſcandal to the chriftian name and pro- 
on. Till you have done this, your preaching 
out acts for the ſecurity of the church will never 
o any honour to the church you would ſecure, 
r convince any man, that you are either a chri- 
a or an Engliſbman. 7 
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I know this argument of the ſecurity of the chure 
is frequently inſiſted on by the advocates for thel 
acts. Thus Dr. Sherlock preſſes the Bp. of Bang 
with it over and over again in his Vindication | 
the Corporation, &c. But in the name of all that j 
oo, what is there in any argument of this kind 
Cc the pen of a chriſtian divine? The 
ueſtion is not, whether the acts were made { 
the ſecurity of the church. Every body knoy 


they were: But whether it is not abundantj 10 
proved by experience, that chriſtianity is dio 48 
noured, and the inſtitution of our bleſſed Saviou ** 


debaſed, and the memorials of Chriſt's body and 
blood trampled, as it were, under foot, by man 
of thoſe who receive the facrament in obediend 
to theſe acts? If this be true, let heaven and can 
judge of the chriflianity and equity of theſe proc 
ings, and whether it is any honour to the churd 


of England to be detended by ſuch guards, as de hae 
{troy the reverence due to the inſtitutions of tio 
church ot Chriſt. All the laws of the Inquiſition: 1. 
are made for the ſecurity of the church of Ned 
But is that accurſed tribunal ever the more rige 
tcous, becauſe made for the defence of the church eb 
And during the reign of Charles II. conventich er 
and five mile acts were paſſed tor the ſecurity ¶ cen 
the church of England. And if this was any jul. kin 
fication of thoſe acts, the granting the toleratia nl . 
was an unreaſonable thing, and continuance of Morat: 
can never be detended. But to proceed, ies th 
You tel} us, that & the Corporation act in parting... : 
lar was levelled wholly againſt the Diſſenters, I mul; 1.. 
beg leave to difler from you in this reſpect; d d. 
the Corporation act was made in the year = be | 
* elly 
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[7] 
e there was any avowed ſeparation from the 
ch of England, which did not commence till 
the act of Uniformity, that took place Bar- 
ew-day 1662, Aſter Charles II. reſtoration 
yours were uſcd to unite the different parties 
eſtabliſhed church, and thoſe differences 
not rendered 1rreconcileable till the com- 
ement of the Uniformity act; and of con- 
ace the Corporation act could not be made 
ly againſt the Diſſenters; becauſe when 
act took place thoſe now called Diſſenters 
actually in the church, and a very conſide- 
body of it. | 
it ſuppoſing this obſervation of the Corpora- 
act being wholly levelled againſt the Diſſenters 
as true as it is falſe in fact, yet with what 
«cy or modeſty can this be urged as a reaſon 
the continuance of it? Is there any church- 
in England that can deny that the . 
had an hand, and a principal hand, in the 
ration of Charles II.? Could the royal party, 
h had long been trampled under foot, and 
red wholly - helpleſs, have of themſelves ac- 
pliſhed this great event? Was it not at laſt 
ted by a presbyterian general and army? Yea, 
not that very Parliament, which had taken 
ſolemn league and covenant, invite the King 
s kingdom and crown? And what was the 
ul return? Why perſecutions and penalties, 
poration and Unitormity acts, and all the ſe- 
ies that an ungrateful Prince and his relentleſs 
rs could inflict upon them. 
lides, if the reaſons for making the Corpora- 
act do not now ſubſiſt, how can the continuance 
be juſtified ? The preamble to that act 
ly declares, that the deſign of it was, that 
OED, Corporations 


communion to find them. And indeed, if thel 
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Corporations might probably be perpetuated | 
bands of perſons well affected to bis Mei 
the eflabliſbed Government ; and in the ff 
ing clauſe it is farther ſaid, that for the pra 
miſchiefs for the time to come, and for preſen 
t he publick peace both in church and flate, viz 
thoſe many evil ſpirits which were before rep 
ed as ftill working, Be it, &c. But can theſe x 
with any conſcience or truth, be aſſerted ty 
the Diſſenters of the preſent time? They 
of them to a man well affected to his Maje 
the eftabliſhed Government. They have f 
from the church of England for their kng 
delity to the preſent Royal Family, and 
ſcorned and proteſted againſt all meaſures 
were in a late reign entered into in favoure 
Pretender, and to the excluſion of his H 
preſent Majeſty from the throne, - And asto 
Corporations where they have any influend 
their conduct be witneſs tor them, and thei 
mies ſpeak the truth, and they muſt confek 
they have never given their votes for Tori 
Jacobites. If any ſuch have been ſent up 
any Boroughs, it hath been by thoſe which 
been wholly under the influence of fuch who 
profeſſed themſelves the zealous ſons of the 
bliſhed church. And as to the evil ſpirits tha 
been working againſt the intereſts of the p 
Royal Family, I dety you to produce any 0 
amongſt the Proteſtant Diſſenters. They hai 
none of their miniſters ſuſpected of, hanged for 
ſon, nor any of their people engaged with! 
and jacobites in actual rebellion, Look neat 
home, Sir, and you will not be at a loſs in 


of ſome in any party be a reaſon for the exc 
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al of them from places, Ec. the ſons of the 
urch of England will ſtand but a bad chance; 
4 what will become of my Lords the Biſhops 
the houſe of Lords, ſince they have had one 
that number who deſerved to be hanged, and 
a actually baniſhed his country as a traitor. 
he truth 1s, the Corporation act was wholly 
ide to gratify the ſpleen and 8 of certain 


ons, to divide and weaken the Proteſtant in- 
reſt, and to keep thoſe out of Corporations, 


-, Who were known to be moſt zealous againſt the 
eures of a popiſh reign, and the deſigns of 
en lucing an arbitrary and tyrannical govern- 
1h ent in church and tate. 4D 5 
. As to the Teſt act, you acknowledge, “ that i: 
d a more immediate eye to the Pepi. If you 


$d {aid an entire eye to them, you had not been 
taken; not only becauſe it is entitled, An Act 
preventing datigers which may happen from po- 
b recti/ants, but becauſe there is no mention of 
oteſtant Diſſenters in it; and becauſe it was 
de in that ſeſſion of Parliament, in which the 


onen ons not only reſolved Nem. Cox. that a bill 
wa ld be W -j in for the caſe of Diſſenters, 
* t actually paſſed a bill for that purpoſe, though it 


patterwards droped by art or fraud in the houſe 
Lords. So far was the Parliament from intending 
lay farther difficulties on Proteſtant Diſſenters, 
xt, though they had for many years before per- 
ued them with great ſeverity, they now ſaw 
necelfary to relieve them from thoſe they were 
der, and to bend their utmoſt power to fecure 
nation againſt the dangers of popery. And 
at this was the only intention of the Teſt act, in 
| 1 WF pprehenſion of 2 of the beſt judges in the 
= B kingdom 
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Sv: Mr. Love, a member of that Parliament, and 
It tl nifſenter, moved as the common ſenſe of the 
rin: of them, that an e ectual ſecurity might be 
e againſt Popery, and that nothing might in- 


E wiſe fill that was done. When that was over, 
7 VDiſſenters would try to deſerve ſome favour, but 
N preſcut they were willing to lie under the ſeverity 


the laws, rather than clog a more neceſſary work 
ith their concerns, This is an inſtance of gene- 
ty ſeldom found in party managements, an in- 
ance of noble concern for the intereſt and ſecu- 
ty of the church of England in the Diſſenters; 
r it was for the ſupport of the eſtabliſhed church 
zinſt Popery that they expoſed themſelves to the 
ſerit/ of their enemies, and ſacrificed their own 
berties rather than endanger her, And will 
u aſſert that there was no merit in this behavi- 
rand that the church of England owes no obli- 
tion to the men who thus detended her at their 
n expence? 

Asto the pretended encouragements you ſpeak 
they were nut only real enccuragements, but 
lute promiſes, made by» ſeveral members of the 
uſe of Lords and Commons, who were zealous 
r the Teſt act only as leyelled againſt popiſh Re- 
ants, and who would not have voted tor the paſ- 
g of it, had it not been for the then poſture of 
lars, and with the hopes of ſome future tavour- 
le opportunity, to ſecure the Diſſenters againſt 
e penalties of it. 
But however, you tell us,“ that when their (the 
Illenters) caſe came under a ſolemn deliberation in 

arliament, and a toleration was granted them, the 

Mature was ſo far from exempting them, that they 
Ir/sly included them in the diſabilities and penal- 

ties 
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ties of the Teft ads; and that this appears from il 


alt of toleration. But how difficult a thing 
for a man that writes in favour of the proſtituti 
of divine ordinances, and againft the rights g 
mankind, to write impartially. It is true, the g 
of Toleration doth include the Diſſenters und 
the penalties of the Teſt act: But ſhould y 


not have told your readers that this was abſolute 


contrary to the Nog rom and deſire of the Kin 
who, in one of his ſpeeches to the two Hou, 
ſays, he hoped they would leave room for the adn 
ion of all Proteſtants, that were willing and d 
to ſerve him, which was a thing would t 
to the better umting them amongſt themſelxes, ag 
the ſtrengthening them againſt their common ade 
The ſame thing was inſiſted upon in t 
houſe of Peers by the Lords Delamere, Stanfi 
North and Grey, Cheſterfield, Wharton, Lovelu 
and Vaughan; and though the clauſe for takin 
away the 'T'ctt was rejected in the houſe of Lord 
and another clauſe, to make receiving in any pr. 
teſtant Congregation a ſufficient qualification, m 
with the fame tate, yet the Lords Oxford, Lovelu 


Wharton, Mordant, Montague, and Paget, enter 


their proteſt againſt it, and gave ſuch reaſons f 
their proteſt, as you ſhould have anſwered, beſo 
you could in juſtice or confciene make the de 
lion you have done. The truth is, that tha 
who were the heartieſt friends to the reyoluti 
wiſhed a repeal of thoſe acts; and that the rej 
ing the clante for the repeal was owing to the it 
fluence of the High-Church party, who, general 
ipeaking, were enemies to the Revolution it k 
and indeed even to the Toleration which w 
granted to the Diftenters. | 
However they peaccably enjoyed the benefit 


ls | 
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till the latter end of Q. Anne's reign, whey 
jeb-Church and Facobitiſm triumphed in the proſ- 
ts of Perſecution and the Pretender, and the act 
led againſt occaſional Conformiſts. This was 
pealed in the beginning of his late Majeſty's 


= and as you ſuppoſe amongſt other realons 
| ol: this ; “ that 5 the ſacrament was an 
ue ence, that though they liked their own way better 
un 


y did not think ours unlawful. Whereas, ſay Jon 
the preſent attempt to repeal the Corporation ana Te 

's is to let thoſe into places of power and tri}, 
bo think the ſervice of the Church of England to 
 /nful, and who in conſequence have not only a 
ated averſion to it, but think themſelves bound in 
wcience to do all that is in their power to aboiijſh 
This how roundly ſoever aſſerted, I muſt take 
liberty to affirm, is an infamous and falſe re- 
tion upon the Proteſtant Diſſenters, who nei- 
er think the ſet vice of the church of England in 


e adminiſtration of the ſacrament to be ſinful, nor 
pa any principles of conſcience that bind them to 
, ml al! that is in their power to aboliſh it. They do 
ela eed think, that the glory of that church would 


ir brighter, if fome alterations were made in 
3s Oy, and it it was placed upon a larger foundation. 


befogiſyu doth this imply that they think themſelves 
dend in conſcience to do all that is in their pow- 
tha to deſtroy it? All that is in their power ? 


nut hat by inſurrections and rebellions? Sir, they 
reſcue been frequent amongſt thoſe of the eitabliſhe 
he Meat, but not amongſt the Diſſenters. Did you 
nene ſee them in tumults and riots demeliſhing 
it E urches? Have not the High Church been re- 


h M erkable for demoliſhing the churches of Prote- 


at Diſſenters, without law, and in direct defiance 
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no objection to the poſture of kneeling at the 
crament. But they do think it a ſcandal tot! 


[ 14 ] 
to it? If you mean only, by al that i: in 
power, by reaſon and argument, by patience x 
forbearance, you do them juſtice, when you x 
preſent them as bound 1n conſcience to procy 
by theſe methods the removal of ſome bm | 
in the conſtitution of the church, If you me 
any other methods, it is defamation and vile fey 
dal, and they ſcorn the charge, and the man tt 
throws It. 

The preſent attempt to repeal the Corporat 
and Teſt acts, is not to let thoſe into places of pm 
aud truſt, who think the ſervics of the church 
England to be ſinful, but thoſe who think it afl 
that the ſacrament in any church ſhould be dehak 
into an inſtrument of worldly policy, and aſtert 
conſecration of the memorials of the body 2 
blood of Chrift, that they ſhould be deſecrated! 
being given as memorials of the qualifying laws( 
England. They are willing to give the church 
England any proofs of their owning it as a pan 
the church #7 Chriſt, and generally ſpeaking, ha 


church, that the ſacred elements ſhould be prof 

* | Ive" to fl 
tuted to wretches that receive them only as q char 
lifications, that the table of the Lord ſhould! the 


turned into the altar of Mammon, and the kat 
bent at the ſame time in the honour of the 3 
viour of mens ſouls, and as a token of ado 


tion to the God of riches, Shew, Sir, if you ci = 
that this is not the caſe, and if it be, try to d ble: 


fend the practice as a chriſtian. 
Nor is the preſent attempt to let thoſe int 
places of power and truſt who think themes 
bound in conſcience to do all that is in their pi 


us | 


aloliſh the N of the church of England, or 
ou expreſs it a little lower, one part of whoſe 
ſcience 1t-is to deſtroy the eflabliſhed worſhip and 
zrmment ; and again in other words, * ſuch, 
1 judging your communion lawful, are obliged in 
(rence to deſtroy it as ſoon as they can. You 
ld, Sir, have been well acquainted with the 
ts and principles of the Diſſenters, before 
n ſhould have ventured thus to repeat a charge 
ich they deteſt, and you can never make good. 
candid man would not have ventured on it. 
\ honeſt man would have been aſhamed to do 
But I do not wonder to find the want of theſe 
es in a champion for ſuch a cauſe. The man 
t can profeſſedly plead againſt the rights of 
Redeemer, and the honour of his inſtitutions, 
de no proper advocate for the rights of ſub- 
b. The proſtitution of the ſacrament is wor- 
the occaſion of it! The childrens bread is 
own to dogs, to deprive others of their natural 
perties' Go on, Sir, thus to plead the honour 
the church 3 but give me leave to acquaint you, 
t the preſent attempt is to let thoſe into places 
power and truſt, who love your church ſo well 
to think themſelves bound in conſcience to do 
that is in their power, conſiſtent with the peace 
the nation, and their allegiance to the beſt of 
nces, to remove this ſcandal to the church and 
ion in general. They will do all in their power, 
their prayers to God as chriſtians, to incline 
hearts of all degrees of men to promote ſo de- 
lc an end; and by their humble and peaceable 

plications to the legiſlature, from whoſe known 
ty and goodneſs they have reaſon to —_ 
8 


"FP: 


[16] 
the long deſired reformation, And this attem 
Sir, you ſhould look on as an inſtance of req] 
fection in them to the eſtabliſhed church, eſp 
ally as the perſons who make it have given t 
church many other proofs of their wee. ud. 
it; eſpecially during the reign of Charles Il. 
the Revolution, and in the four memorable 30 
of Q. Anne; when had the meaſures then tak 
by the zealots of the church proſpered, the chu 
it ſelf muſt have ſunk in rains, and the civil ca 
ſtitution been abſolutely deſtroyed. f 
You your ſelf, Sir, have offered a reaſon to f 
that the Diſſenters do not refuſe the ſacramey 
Teſt, only becauſe the Sacrament is to be recein 
in the church of England, and becauſe they thi 
it ſinſul to receive it there; but becauſe they this 
the Teſt it ſelf to be unlawful in whatſoever ply 
the Sacrament be received for this purpoſe; { 
you tell us, * that /ome of the Diſſenters frien 
coul mot but ſee that the objeion was altogeth 
as ſtrong againſt a ſacramental Teft in à con 
cle as in a church. In Scotland the names Ct 
ticle and Church have a quite different applicatiaf 
from what they have in England ; but to let th 
paſs, the Diflenters thernſelves acknowledge th 
the objection 1s as ſtrong in one caſe as the oth: 
and therefore their attempt is not for a liberty! 
be qualified in their own meetings, but that th 
qualification ſhould be abſolutely removed. Ha 
they attempted the former the charge would ha 
been with more appearance of reaſon, that tht 
had a rooted avertion to the ſervice of the chute 
of England than it can now be, when it is the 
f aVOWa 
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owed principle, that the Teſt itſelf is unlawſul 
rereſocver it is adminiſtred. 
Whether this be ſo or no, let the controverſy 
teen + the two combatants 4 great note, who 

e now the Honour to ſit on the Biſhops Bench, 
termine, and let every impartial perſon judge 
tich of them maintained the beſt cauſe, whoſe 
apons were the faireſt, and the moſt becoming 
chriſtian divine, and on which fide the victory 
. Though I muſt do one of the combatants 
e juſtice to own, that his weapons being of a 
mal make, were ſtronger in that reſpect than 
oſe of the other, which vete pltitual ; it ha- 
vg been generally found true by experience, that 
guments derived from acts of Parliament, hu- 
n laws, and political conſiderations, have more 
mailed, and been attended with better ſucceſs, 
thoſe drawn from the nature of religion, and 
e evidences of ſcripture and reaſon. 

But this argument you, Sir, ſeem to trouble 
cur ſelf very little about. Whether the Teſt be 
jul or no, you affirm * that it is incumbent on 
fe Diſſenters, who reſt ſingly on that objection 
hich is the caſe almoſt of all of them) to find 
t ſome ot her Teſt that will effeually keep ont both 
s and Diſſenters, What ever becomes of 
e honour of the inſtitutions of the chriſtian church, 
e church of England mult at all adventures have 
the places of worldly honour and preferment 
berſelt. But do you think to do that church 
Y honour by repreſenting her ſo exceeding co- 
tous and voracious ? Many WFich Tnorfel hath 
r devoured already; but ſurely it muſt be an 
teonſcionable ſtomach that can be contented with 
C nothing 
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nothing leſs than the whole. May not this at | 
occaſion a dangerous ſurfeit ? Treat your moths 
Sir, I beſeech you, with a little more decency a 
tenderneſs. I doubt not but ſhe hath been eic 
ing kind to you, and nouriſhed you ap wi p 
choiceſt milk. Why then ſhould you be fond 
diſgracing her by ſo invidious an account of he 
The Diflenters are abſolutely content, till her an 
are opened alittle wider, to leave her in poſſeſſion 
every emolument belonging to her as mother chun 
Of theſe * 10 her none, nor do they def 
or ask a fingle one. Their humble requett rely 
only to the rights of fubjects, which I preſu 
the legiſlature have a power of granting the 
without asking leave of the church whether the 
ſhall or no; eſpecially as the granting them « 
be no prejudice to the church, except the chur 
is pleaſed to think herſelf injured, becauſe juſt 
is done to others. Yon mult therefore excuſe i 
Diſſenters, Sir, from finding out another Teſ th 
thall exclude them equally with the Papiſts, « 
would any man have thought them equally we 
thy excluſion, but one of the truly moderate u 
chriftian ſpirit of Bp. Laud, with whom it was 
axiom, that the Pres byterians were as bad a 
Papiſts. 7 

It you would have them find out a Teſt agai 
the Papiſts, they have one, Sir, ready at your f 
vice, If you pleaſe to look into the act of Þ: 
tament that excludes Papiſts from fitting in tl 
heuſe of Lords and Commons, you will find 
aw þ to keep them out of all other places of pom 
and truft, viz. by rendering them incapable, 
they are found in any, of proſecuting any ſuits, i 
be guardians, executors or adminiſtrators, and of ti 
King any legacy or deed of gift, and * 

| fle 
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Sat reit 500 J. You cannot but be ſenſible that the 
mothe eg extends to the members of neither houſe. 
cy ad yet when did you hear of a Papiſt preſent 
xc either of thoſe honourable aſſemblies? If there 
ith e been any ſuch, they muſt have come in under 
ond e diſguiſe of the ſons of the church of England. 
f chen there are laws which 1 exclude 
e Papiſts from ſeats in Parliament, thoſe very 
los applied by Parliament would as effectually 
dude them from all other offices whatſoever. And 
dei u may ſee to your fulleſt conviction, that as the 
relation hath not thought it ever fit to inſiſt on the 
reluWcramental Teſt as a qualification for the higheſt 
s in the kingdom, thoſe of the legiſlature it- 
tet; the peace ot the nation, and the religion 
m N conſtitution of it may be fully preſerved with- 
hut it; and you will do well in your next three- 
any diſcourſe to ſhew, why Mr. Mayor, his 

orſhip the Juſtice, or the Exciſeman ſhould be 

quired to give better proots of their affection to 

e church and ſtate, than a Lord of Parliament, 
noa 2 member of the honourable houſe of Com» 


IONS, 

Thus, Sir, you have your queſtion anſwered, 
lat then ſball exclude the Papiſts if the ſacra- 
ma Teſt be aboliſhed You indeed tell us not 
ths, nor declarations, which you apprehend may 
broke through for the good of the catholick cauſe. 
ut it theſe won't, pains and penalties will. Name. 
1 tc man, who being a Papiſt, hath fat in either 
uſe ſince the law to exclude them both; other- 
ile we have fact againſt — and your de- 
mations =_ picaſe your felt, but every one 
e will think them impertinent. But why ſhould 
| ths be thought ſuch inſufficicat ſecurities ? * _ 
T 0 
* Vind, Cor. &c. part 2. 
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of the noted combatants before mentioned ende 
vours to prove, that an oath is as ſacred a thi 
as theSacrament, and to vindicate the impoſing 
ſacramental Teſt by the ſame reaſons as the 
quiring an oath. So that the advocates for 
1cit differ amongſt themſelves in their way 
pleading for it. To ſerve one turn the Sacram 
and an oath have as much religion in them one 
the other ; to ſerve another, * the Sacrament is 
moſt ſolemn act of the chriſtian worſhip, and ah 
of a much ſtronger kind than an oath. Oaths 
ſeems, may be diſpenfed with tor the good of q 
catholick cauſe, i. e. Þ a man may pawn all | 


faith, hope and truſt in God for the truth of ub 


he delivers, and yet be diſpenſed with after he ha 
made ſuch ſolemn pawn. But joyning with | 
church of England in the moſt ſolemn at of d 


Jitan worſhip is a bar of the ſtrongeſt kind. Wi 


ſtronger than a man's pawning his faith and hop 
and truſt in God? How doth this appear? Da 
a Papiſt think a proteſtant Sacrament, which! 


beleives to be no Sacrament at all, and to have! 


manner of religion in it, to be a more fol 
thing than an oath, by which he pawns all! 
faith, and hope, and truſt in God? Or do nt 
think in your conſcience, that the men who won 
venture to poyſun their God for the good of f 
catholick cauſe, would ſeruple to receive bread a 
wine in your churches for the advancement oft 


ſame cauſe ? Sir, the church of Rome del 
that you adminiſter any Sacraments, and of conk 


quence your da, raments can be no ſecurity agal 
them. 


But you ſay that their receiving the Sacrame! 


* Dish. Adj. p. 11. + Find. Cor. &c p. 106. 
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end your church is an open and publick acknowledg- 
thun that tis à true church, and your miniſtry 4 
ing: 1979iftry. But indeed, Sir, this is a great 
he itzke. It is, if you pleaſe, an acknowr 
for Magmnent that they are hypocrites, but not one 
that they are beleivers in your church. They 
we whatever they do, depend on it, a ſovereign 
mtempt for your church and miniſtry. The 
,mpleat hiſtorian tells us, that King Charles IL 
— in a proſeſt communion with the church of 
gland; and yet I beleive no one now queſtions 
at that he lived and died a papiſt; and his pro- 
| communion with the church of England could 
t therefore proceed from his faith in her as a 
we church, but from reaſons of ſtate, and other 
ditical conſiderations, 
The ſame hiſtorian alſo tells us, þ that in the 
ar 1682, long aſter the Teſt was made, that ſome 
pits aſſumed the name of Proteſtants, and un- 
er that diſguiſe thruſt themſelves into places and 
mployments, and that amongſt them one at leaſt 
rept into a cure of ſouls, one Duffey, a Scotchman, 
ho obtained the rectory of Rai/e in Eſſex. Could 
ee men get in without the qualification? If 
ey were hypocrites enough to feign themſelves 
roteſtants, did they not do every thing that 
eht make others think them ſo ? Or would the 
oneſt rector of Raile retuſed to have adminiſtred 
taken the Sacrament according to the rites of 
dur church? Did not Dr. Goodman, biſhop of 
luceller live in the communion of the church of 
gland, and live and die a papiſt? You ſee, Sir, 
© Erg/iſb Sacrament is no ſuch bugbear to a Pa- 
lt; they will receive it when their intereſt re- 
quires 


6, * V. 3. p. 422 Lid. p. 398. 
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quires it, and by ſo doing can never be imagi 
to own your church and miniſtry to be true x 
valid, The profeſſion of doing fo is falſe, 3 
made only with a delign the more cffeguall 
ruin you. | 

But beſides Papiſts, have you never had u 
Deiſts that have qualified themſelves by tak 
the 'Teſt ? 1 could _ you ung s if that we 
not too inyidious. what principles do th 
receive the Sacrament * church Wü | 
on that of acknowledging your church to he 
true church, and your miniſtry a true miniſt 
Ridiculous. They laugh at your church, and 
Sacrament adminiftred in it, and think your 
niſters and all other miniſters to be im 
cheats, I'll tell you in your own words upotn 
principle they receive it; becauſe by * ren 
the Sacrament according to the church of Engl 
they do all that the Teſt Ad requires, *Tist 
law of the land, and therefore they comply u 
it; and ſhould the law require them to be re 
tized or ordained, they would ſubmit to it 
the ſame reaſon 3 and therefore the ſuggel 
conveyed to your readers, that whoever rect 
the Sacrament in your church gives an open 
knowledgment of the truth of your church 
miniſtry is impertinent and without foundatio 

Having done with ithcſe obſeryationg, } 


proceed to make ſome remarks on the abi 
ments of men's natural rights, which are july !n! 
much to the purpoſe as the former. I mull !at 


deed do you the juſtice as to own, that 
allow the Corporation and Teſt acts to be 


tavation or abridgment of theſe natural op 
of 0 


* p. 7. 


(83) 3 


auſe you vindicate them by producing other 
ances where ſuch rights as you ſay are a- 
iged, and not by urging that they are no 
ions or abridgments at all. Well then, 
wing that theſe acts are an invaſion of natural 
its, how do you defend them? Why from the 
are of ſociety and government it ſelf, But 
doth it follow, that becauſe ſocieties are 
ed for the preſervation of all men's natural 
hts, that therefore they are founded in an 
dgment of fuch natural rights ? If, as you 
ou, the Difſenters have a natural right with 
er ſubjects to places of profit and truſt, doth 
nature of ſociety require that they ſhould be 
rived of that right without forfeiture ? What is 
nature of ſociety founded in tyranny and in- 
ce? I thought it had been for the preſervation 
erty and property. Put uw ſelt, Sir, for 
e amongſt the Emigrants, from Satzburg, and 
poſe your ſelf a faithful ſubject of that ſtate, 
yet deprived of your natural rights as a ſub- 
, would you think that the nature ot ſociety 
uired thoſe crucl and unjuſt invaſions ? 
lou ſeem, Sir, to me to have no notion of the 
re of government and ſociety, or elſe to have 
ally miſrepreſented the deſign of them: Society 
Its nature requires no abridgment of any na- 
i rights, though it may determine the appli- 
on and uſe of certain parts of thoſe rights. 
inſtance, the fruits of every man's induſtry 
labour are his own, and ſociety would be 
it to deprive any perſon of them without 
ture; but yet the nature of ſociety and 
ernment requires that part of private property 
d be appropriated to publick ſervices, or for 
lupport of fociety it felt, Such application 
is 
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is no invaſion of natural right, becauſe every n 
who becomes a member of Sciaty is bound toc 
tribute to the maintenance of it, and what is th 
neceſſary is not his own but the property oft 
public. But what is there in all this, to pr 
that the nature of government or ſociety requir 
that men ſhould be deprived of any natural righ 
when it is not neceſſary to the ſupport of for 
yea when the full enjoyment of them is neceſſ 
to the honour and ſecurity of it? Every ſubj 
hath as ſuch a natural right to ſerve the g 
vernment under which he lives, and every g 
vernment hath a claim to their ſervice whenet 
they need it. And it is an injury to ſociety, a 
a weakening of any government to deprive it 
of the aſſiſtance and hands of any body of ſubjed 
whoſe principles and practices have been le 
known to be loyal and faithful. This is a8 0 
dent as that the ſtrength of any government cat 
fiſts in the number and union of its ſubjects a 
friends, or as that the cutting off a ſound lim 
will make the body lame and feeble, Tis th 
natural rights may be forfeited, and when jt 
can prove that the Diſſenters have been in 1 
plots or rebellions, or executed for traitors, d 
ther their miniſters or their people, or that tht 
have diſcovered any ſpirit of diſaffection to 
late or his preſent Majeſty, or their adminiſin 
tion, I will undertake to promiſe for them, tl 
they ſhall bear their excluſion, patiently; withd 
ever applying to parliament for a repeal of ti 
incapacitating Acts. As to any thing that palſe 
in former times, you will do well to let that pil 
in ſilence, for fear of involving the charch 0 
England in the fame guilt with the Diflenters- 


10 
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put for a full conviction of this argument from 
he nature of ſociety, we are bid to loo int the 
[et conftitut ion of Parliament and ſee hom na- 
wal right flands there, "T's done; Sir, and we 
re ſepſible that 40 s. per ann. is neceſſary for a 


4* ter in counties, and ſuch a certain eſtate to 
net) periohs for repreſenting their country in 
poeliament, If theſe inſtances had been parallel 
celu ey ſhould have ſtood thus: That none but Church- 
ſube ren of 40 5. per aun. ſhould vote, and none but 


hurch-· men with ſuch an eſtate ſhould fit in parlia- 
ent; whereas the law is now upon a more equal 
enen ot, and a Diſſenter as well as a Churchman with 
e qualification may vote for parliament men, or 


55 tin parliament. Beſides, there is this of equity in 
biegt law relating to freeholders, which you have 
n vt remarked, That the members for counties are 


roperly repreſentatives of the counties, i. e. of 
o ch as have real properties in the counties; and 
berefore ſuch perſons only who are proprietors 
r their only proper and natural electors; and of 
conſequence others are not deprived of any natural 
igt in being excluded from being electors, be- 
in ue, as they have nothing in the counties, they 
anot have any right to be repreſented, And the 
quity of the law that determines the qualifications 
It a treeholder is very remarkable, in that it can 
carce be ſuppoſed, but if a man hath any thing 
e muſt at leaſt have 40 5. per aun. As to Corpo- 
tions, you know the caſe is otherwiſe, in which 
men have a liberty of voting according to the 
lifferent nature ofthele charters, or their imme- 
orial cuſtoms and practices. 
As to the caſe of ſitting in parliament as mem- 
ers, it is as foreign to the argument as the other; 
ad when you ask whether every one hath not a 
tural right to a capacity of repreſenting his 
D country 
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country, I anſwer you, Yes. And muſt thereh 
obſerve that the expediency of this law was greg 
doubted by many well wiſhers to the government 
the time that it paſſed, and is even to this d 
But however allowing the expediency of it, 
queſtion will be, whether every man that hut 
natural right to a capacity of being choſen, þe 
fit and proper perſon to be actually choſen? If 
be not, the limitation of that right to ſuch of 
as are fit, is no injury to him, becauſe no man 
be injured by being debarred of a ſhare in 
legiſlature who is unfit for ſo high a truſt. 

ſuch a certain property in land be indeed a neu 
ſary pledge of a ſincere and ſteady concemſ 
the intereſt of their country, the law to exclu 
thoſe who are not able to give this pledge, irt 
more unjuſt, than it would be to exclude by h 
coblers from being judges, tinkers from bei 
biſhops, or biſhops trom being kings. If indee 
ſuch pledge be not neceſſary, I leave you t 
think what you pleaſe of the act of parliamentth 
requires it. Sure I am that no law can be anj 
which excludes thoſe perſons from important of 
fices to which they are altogether unequal. k 
how doth all this make out the point you ſhoul 
prove; that men who are every way fit, who 1 
poſſeſſed of eſtates to a certain value, us pled 

of a {ſincere and ſteady concern for the intereſt 
their country, ſhould be excluded from parliament 
merely becauſe they think it unlawful, not i 
receive the Sacrament in your church, but in u 
church as a qualification? Or where is thefed! 
ſequence, that becauſe ſome natural rights ma 
be limited where the honour and intereſt 0 
government require it, they may be abridged wier 
the honour and intereſt of government require th 
contrary? Or what connection between à Vi 
pruden 


— 
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adential qualification for places, and a religious 
eſt for civil purpoſes ? Or between the poſſeſſion 
f ſuch an eſtate, and taking witneſſes of havin 


this 4Mccived the Sacrament in your church? The 

f it, ( the queries you are to anſwer before your in- 
t hau ances will be to the purpoſe; and till you have 
en, de ne this, the dwelling upon any other heads is 
1? I an artful way of drawing the attention of 
ch four readers from the main point; which is not, 
nan Whether civil qualifications may not in ſome in- 
, 3, ances be inſiſted on, but whether religious Teſts 
of, Wc lavful and expedient, where there is no defect 


civil qualifications ? 

Your inference therefore, juſt ſo it is, and no 
terwiſe in the Corporation and Teſt acts, doth 
it follow; for juſt ſo it is not, but quite 
erwiſe, For what, though the Legiſlature 
th thought fit to eſtabliſh a national church, 
oth it therefore follow that faithful ſubjects. 
would be deprived of the capacity of —_ 
legiſlature ; or that the government ſhould 
jaken its own ſtrength and ſecurity by rendering 
ach perſons incapable of ſerving it? The eſta- 
Ilſkment of a national religion doth not neceſſa- 
inſer an unjuſt uſurpation upon natural rights; 
wough I muſt confeſs that that national religion, 
dich cannot be eſtabliſhed without ſuch unjuſt 
urpations, is not fit to be eſtabliſhed, becauſe it 
n unjuſt eſtabliſhment, and contrary to the 
berties and welfare of a nation. And that the 
ilature doth not think that the receiving the 
vxcrament according to your church is abſolutely 
cellary to promote religion, and to preſerve 
peace and order in the ſtate, and for the admiſſion 
' perſons to offices of power and truſt, is evident, 
D 2 becauſe 


a 


r 
becauſe as hath been before obſerved, the membe 
of both houſes of parliament, who are in off 
of the very higheſt power and truſt, ate » 


obliged thus to qualify at all. And if this qu 
li cation be not judged neceſſary in the higbe 


e | ml 
4 forticri, they cannot be neceſſary in the low): 
1 am rcally ſorry you have no better argume 


to vindicate your eſtabliſhment, than by th 
repreſenting it as built upon the abridgne 
or invaſion of natural right, But as you pf 
the ſame excellent compliment upon our. v 
Acts of Parliament, and the whole Legil 
ture, I do not wonder ſo much at your ca 
duct. But I ſhould think a little more con 
plailance to the civil power would better becom 
you, as well as a little more charity to the Di 
ſenters, whom you repreſent, with equal Juſtice 
chriſtianity and truth, as excluded, becauſe i 
judge the communion of your charch unlawful,'asi 
it ſelf ſiuful, and themſelves obliged in conſcien 
to dejiroy it as ſoon-as they can. Sir, they will go a 
to convict you of a notorious falſhood, by nee 
joyning with the enemies of the eſtabliſhment tg 
deftroy it? No, nor ating any unlawful or un 
chriſtian methods to amend and reform it. 
Altter this harangue about natural right yo 
come to the truth of the caſe, viz. that mam 
thoſs who are moſt zealous for uboliſbiug thil 
Ads as infringmeuts of natural rights, are all 
in principle againſt any eflabliſhment at all. It 
it fo, I would add that many who comply wit 
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theſe Acts are againſt the preſent eſtabliſhed go.. 

vernment, and ſome againſt chriſtianity tl: 
[ Juſtice Hall was qualified as a juſtice ot peace, fn 

and yet hanged tor rebellion againſt the lat 
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y executed for the ſame crime, How then 
the Teſt act any ſecurity to the preſent eſta- 
{ment in church and ſtate ? Are not unbelie- 
s againſt church cſtabliſhments ? Are not the 
mics tothe preſent royal family worſe enemics 
the nation, than thoſe who are againſt church 
bliſhments? And yet the Teſt and Corporation 
do not in fact exclude either of theſe. 
orgive me, Sir, if I tell you freely, that you 
m to value the church eſtabliſhment above all 
derations of religion and equity, and care not 
0 you admit to offices of power and truſt ſo 
zcxciude the poor Diſſenters. Deiſts, Jacobites, 
Tories are all welcome, let them but keep to 
leiter of your favourite acts, With them you 
in hand in hand, and conſent to ſhare with them 
advantages of the ſtate; whilſt the weight of 
ur indignation is levelled againſt thoſe, who are 
re beleivers of your own religion, and differ 
m you only in ſome leſſer matters, in which 1, 
i religion is but little concerned. But for Gods - 
e Sir, is this a proof of your chriſtianity and 
ty? Why fo ſparing in your concern for 
Ir un: honour of Chriſt? Why ſo cool in your zeal 3 #2 
the intereſt of his Majeſty ? Before you re- of gi 
dach others for being enemies to all eſtabliſh= '_ / | 
ou ſhould take a little better care of the 


its 
. . * - 
** and practices of ſome in your ] ·⁵ ne 


e 0/088 | muſt take the liberty to tell you, that tho 3 | 
„eher in judgment againſt all ecclehaſtical elt 2%, 
with Wmcnts, and yet have a thorough affection for ,  =»_ 
d gr \iverties of mankind,and the preſent happy civil! 
itle 


2hment in his Majeſty and his Royal amily, of 14 Opp ; 


peace much better friends to their country, and de- 
late better of the King and Nation, than the zea- 7 
hurch Wil: champions for church power and eſtabliſn /\.. . 
juſtly | Ee ments, 


[ 30 ] 


ments, who know no other foundations of do 
but their own intereſt, and would ſacrifice all g 


. , aluable concerns of the nation to their own x | 
Fo) 16 bition and pride, 2 40 
But who are theſe many who are agaiaſt 
church eſtabliſhments? Methinks, the hifloy 
aſt times ſhould let you know, that the! 
| byterians and Independants arc not enemies ty 
oF national religion, 4 hey were r yo 
$ W church hath invariably been, againſt the eſtab 
— ment of any others but themſelves. And the 
» dy of the Diſfenters are to this day friends to 
cſtabliſhment, and even to your eftabliſhment, py 
vided your foundations were a little larger, a 
ſome proper alterations made, which would n 
in the leaſt leſſen the honour or revenues of yi 
church, or render the eſtabliſhment of it in d 
leaſt more precarious or feeble, So that your ct 
cluſions from the ſuppoſition, that there ſhou 
be no church eſtabliſhment, do not affect the i 
ſenters as a body ; and as to any particular pe 
ſons, they at leaſt affect as many within the n 
tional cftabliſhment, as out of it. 
But you think you are ſure of the victory of 
us, if we allow there may be a church eftablil 
ment. For if * the civil power can eftabliſh a 
tional church, the queſtion is, whether it is not a 
ducive to certain good ends that after the effabi 
ment, it be maintained and preſerved, What & 
law that hath been made for the preſervation 
that eſtabliſbment ? No. The penal acts in Chan 
II. times, and the Schiſm and Occaſional bills 
Q. Anne's, were made, I ſuppoſe, for the fei 
ty of the eſtabliſned church, But you know, , 


© 


F p. 14, 
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bona; are repealed. Why then not the Corporation 
ab H Tc acts, if 0 are, as you allow, invaſions 


n natural rights, a 
continuance of them have foun 


oſt . udicial to the true intereſt of "theſe nations: 
do you mean, that every point of the eſtabliſi- 


t ſhould be maintained and preſerved? Is 
then ſo n as to admit of no poſ- 
Ne alterations? Were the authors of it inſpired 
the infallible conduct of the ſpirit of God, ſo 
at they could poſſibly commit no errors? Or 
it was the eſtabliſhment of human wiſdom and 
dence, are you ture there are no defects in it? 
ould you like to have your Biſbops 'excommus= 
ated by their own courts for merely eivil af- 
irs? You had better, Sir, honeſtly acknowledge 
t the conſtitution hath its blemiſhes, and that 
re are ſome things in it that you wiſh to ſee 
ended, If this were done, your conſtitution 
uld not only be preſerved, but become more 
ious and ſure. The body of the Diſſenters 
þ not the deſtruction of your conſtitution, but 
e nereaſing honour and proſperity of it. And, 
ſuppoſe, you cannot be ignorant that in King 
mes 1, time, at the conference at Hampton Court, 
din K. Charles II. time, at the conference at the 
hey, and when the affair of the comprehenſion was 
dated in K. William III. time, they never pro- 
ed the aboliſhment of your national church, 


age you would infinuate that the body of Dif- 
ers are againſt all national churches, it is of 
qual charity and truth with the former, in which 


u repreſent them as bound in conſcience to = 
al 


if by man . 
greatly 


the opening and widening the gates of it, that 
oderate chriſtians of all parties might joyn in 
th it, and ſtrengthen It. erctore by this 


— * 


x 


<7 


all that is in their power to deſtroy the qu 


party, and your rcaſonings which have taken 
riſe from hence are really no better than decly 


that the notion of a church eſtabliſhment doth; 
neceſſarily infer the excluſion of thoſe from 


fate, and the like, are reaſonable and import 
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I 


of England. If you mean only a few of ther 
many, the charge is true of many of your 


tion and amuſement. 


I ſhall only beg leave to add upon this he 


rights of ſubjects, who cannot in conſcience q 
ply with it. This is indeed too often the 
though it be not the unavoidable effect of a m 
nal conſtitution, It this were the caſe, II 
conſeſs, that I my ſelf ſhould be in judgment 
gainſt every thing of this kind. But as the rei 
of the magiſtrate may be encouraged without: 
civil incapacities and exclufions of others 1 
differ from it; ſo I think that eſtabliſhment ist 
moſt honourable and ſafe, which allows an ent 
toleration to all Diſſenters from it, and never bie 
in upon their privileges as ſubjects, ; for its 0 
ſecurity and preſervation. With reſpect ind 
to the church of England and the Didlenters, t 
controverſy is not properly about religion, | 
about the. circumſtantials and forms of it. TI 
both believe in one God and Saviour, and It 
the ſame ſcriptures as the rule of their faith; 
of conſequence * the ſuggeſtions of natural rig 
ability to ſerve, M fectiou to the government in 


ſuggeſtions z becauſe if the Diſſenters are not © 
mies to the religion of the eſtabliſhed chur 
theſe ſuggeſtions are abundantly ſufficient to « 
monſtrate their right to all the common privily 


7 43 


1331 
ſubjects. And J hope, Sir, you will conſider 
at ſpirit you are of, and what care the civil 
wer ought to take of thoſe men, by whom the 
portant 1 of natural rights, ability to 
ne, and affection to the government in the ſtate, 
ſolemnly declared to be #0 better than dacla- 
gion aud amuſement. Affection to the govern- 
ent in the ſtate is nothing leſs than affection to 
s prefent Majeſty, his family, and adminiſtration; 
d methinks you might have had more regard 
your ſelf and the eſtabliſhed church, than thus 
declare, that the Corporation and Teft Acts 


In much dearer concern to you than the preſer- 
men ion of his Maſeſty's perſon and government, 
; ich, under is the only ſecurity of all our 
ou il and religious liberties. 


You farther tell us,“ that it might be expefed that 
+ Diſſenters ſhould flrengthen this argument of 
tural right by inftances fetched from other Ceun- 
xs, where they could alledge that civil offices are 
ed without any regard to afeSics or diſſaf- 
gun to the national religion, uſe me, Sir, 
preſent from doing this: I rather chooſe to 
rclent you with a worthy inſtance of a very 
othy Nation in confirmation of the argument 
vv are pleading for. It is that of the f Japoneſe, 
mongſt whom, trampling over the images of our 
ied Saviour and the Virgin Mary, muſt be annually 
formed in every family, as a convincing Teft and 
nf of their abhorrence of the chriſtian religion. 
ad on this account a court of inquiry is erected 
dal the villages and cities of the Empire, to 
uke inquiry into all perſons belief, ſome days 
t werks after the taking the aforeſaid Teſt, I 

| E might 


a 5 15, Kempf. Hiftory of Japan, 5. 1. 5p. 198 


— : 3. WR 2 * 2» "AS 
r A 
ho ren Re en. Mo FOR . ALE as © 


Ly "1, % 
r 


. 


. ier Fo. 
3 


cog 


CRY 
<< Mmm umn — + i 3 


* 


wo FP a” 4 N 
— r e 
N 


+» 


-— 


W - — 0 5 "x 
P = N - 
mr 
_— — = 243 — 2 
> * SW 4 SY "2 


the eſtabliſhed religion is moſt favoured, yet Di 


* 


[ 34 ] 


might alſo put you in mind that the pagan En 

rors of Rome had their religious Teſts for d 
excluſion of all but thoſe of the eſtabliſhed religia 
but I will not burthen you with too many i 
ſtances of this kind, 

If theſe ſhould not happen to pleaſe you, I wi 
anſwer your expectation, by producing inſtam 
fetch'd from other countries, where there areq 
religious Teſts to qualify for civil N t 
But I muſt firſt obſerve that you alter and ſhiſt i 
queſtion when you talk of countries, where it a 
be alledged that civil offices are beſtowed withy 
any regard to affection or diſaffection to the u 
tional religion. The queſtion is not, whethery 
can produce inſtances where the civil powet 
not, in the diftribugion of civil offices, regard 
moſt who they think beſt aſſected to their on 
religion. Suppoſing we can't, yet if we can pro 
duce inſtances from other Countrics, where, thoup 


ſenters are not excluded the rights of ſubjea 
nor put under an incapacity for holding. di 
offices, tis full to your purpoſe, Sir. For this 
all the Diſſenters in Eygland intend humbly t 
petition for, viz. the removal of their incapad 
which the two Acts lay them under, without pit 
tending to direct his Majeſty when to emplo 
them, ſhould they be render'd capable; and tit 
right of petitioning is as eſſential a priviledge ol 
Britiſh, Subject, as that of electing itſelf. But tot 
argument, Scotland and Holland are inſtances0 
this, where no proteſtant Diſſenters are exclude 
trom civil offices by any religious Teſt, but capa 
ct being employed in them whenever the Goben 

: men 


* þ. 15. 


K 

ent thinks proper to call in their aſſiſtance. In 
land his Majeſty hath a power of employing 
hoſe of the epiſcopal Perſwaſion when he ſhall 
adge it fit; and in Holland the Arminians have 
ot only the ſame capacity of being employed with 
ke Caloinifts, but are ſometimes actually employed 
1 the adminiſtration of publick affairs, and even 
piſts themſelves in military offices. Not to 
4d that Proteſtant Generals are often found at 
he head of the imperial Armies. Tis ftrange, 
ir, you ſhould think the Diſſenters at a loſs tor 
uch inſtances as theſe, and I wonder that in this 
gument you ſhould challenge them to produce | 
hem: Yea, I may venture in my turn to chal- 
nge you to produce an inſtance of any proteſtant 
he in _—_ where religion is thus made ſub- 
nient to ſecular purpoſes, and the Sacrament 
Epping block to wordly preferments. If then 
jo 1.ch inſtances are to be found, * methinks it 
wuld give à check to the declamations upon this 
xd; and one would hope that commun modeſty 
braid reflrain people from writing in favour of 4 
raftice ſo unjuſt and abominable as this hath 
un repreſented in ſome late writings, and which 
Ioth not appear to have one proteſtant Country in 
te world to countenance and juſtity it. 

After this mighty obſervation about other Coun- 
fies y hich as to your argument ends in worſe than 
thing, you come to what I preſume all that went 
tore was wrote for, viz. to offer your advice to 
tie Diſſenters, if they would pleaſe to think you 
wrthy, Bur, Sir, as you have thus miſrepreſented 
id abuſed them, you muſt excuſe them from ace 
epting it. 

—— Timeo Danaos & dona ferentes. 
E 2 However 
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attempt either from an old or a new parkameil 
© tempted in any parliament. Very kind and cx 


long? Why, if the truth of the caſe be ſpoke 


nation into a belief, that there ought to bs no chun 


ſation to give it up, or to ſee it hurt, than bit 


ITis hard, Sir, convincing many of the Clerg 


Teſt acts be reaſonable in itſelf, and conducive 


[ 361 


However they will not refuſe it without cui 
dering it. Your advice is, that they ſhould i 
take their meaſures of fitneſs or unfitneſs for ii 


i. e. that they ſhould think it unfit to be x 
ciſe, What then muſt they do? Why wait, Hi 


till Doomſ-day ; or which is juſt the ſame thin 
Sir, till you and your friends are willing to d 
ſent to the appeal. But when will that be? Wi 
when the — * have wrought the body i 


eftabliſhment at all, or into à thorow diſlthe f 
preſent eſtabliſbment, or at leaſt into a greater di 


to appears amongft Clergy or People. But you m 
give the Diſſenters leave to judge for themſelꝶ 
and to think they need not ſtay quite fo loy 


Do not put us upon that impracticable task. Tit 
would never have been convinced at the Reſom 
tion, had it not been tor ſome powerful ci 
victions offered them by the civil power; not 
the Revolution many of them, could they ſh 
have helped it; nor at the acceſſion of King Ge 
in relation to the Schiſm and Occaſional acts ik 
it not been by the ſtrength and mighty eyidene 
of an act of Parliament. The ſame argument u 
der a ſteady government will always be attend 
with the ſame ſucceſs. And if the legiſlature | 
convinced that the repeal of the Corporation a 


the honour and ſecurity of his Majeſty's gov 
| menu 


* þ, 16. 
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nt, the Diflenters will not much trouble themy — _. 
es about offering any other convictions. FE. 
ced or not convinced, Sir, it is your duty, a } +4 
be found your ĩntereſt to ſubmit. "Threaten =; 4 4 | 
e government with the contrary at 2 peril, I 1 
ow not by what principle you make the beleiſ * 
the Clergy and people neceſſary to an act of 7 
rliament, or why the appeal ſhould be made to 2. 
em in oppoſition to the n This ſa- t A 


urs rank of a Lory-Repu lican ſpirit, which 
uſtbe the intereſt of the Government to ſuppreſs, = 


But this is not all. To proceed regularly in the wort 

emuſt wait longer ſtill. Hard, that there muſt ne- 25 fre 0 

r be an end of our expectation ! We muſt wait | 

ilwehave convinced the government, that an epiſcopal & / Ah 

urch is not ſo well adapted to the ſupport of monar 

yas the Presbyterian or Independent model. Sure- 

„dir, this is making us wait much too long. I 

ould think that if we convince the Crown that 
presbyterian model is as well adapted to the 

port of monarchy as the Epiſcopal model, we 

ed wait no longer. And ot this I beleive the- : 

own is already convinced, Scotland, Sir, is upon 1 910 0 

de Presbyterian model, and are not beneath the 

piſcopalians in the proofs of their loyalty. Ik 7 ty of 

ere are any amongſt them enemies to the preſent 

lonarch, they are thoſe of the Epiſcopal modRe, 3 

do are there generally Jacobites, and want only an 7 | 

pportunity to pa their devoirs to the Pretende A / 8 | ) 
d as for the Pillenters in Eng/and, they 2 F 

ad to ſtand upon a level at leait with thoſe of | 

e eſtabliſhed Church as to loyalty, and affection 7 #7 14 F | 

0 his Majeſty's Perſon and —— and as 

body greatly to exceed them. You your ſelf, I 2— . 

eleixe, know that the body of the Church is a di- * 

ded body. Many of them arc unqueſtionably 8 en 


* 
„ 2 
F 0 A — n ; * - - = 9 * — f 
F 4 "i . ” N 2 4 # S$ * A 


it, cond 


BK! 


in the intereſts of his Majeſty. But are there y 
others of them whoſe ſubmiſſion is only the ef 
of neceſſity, and who would be glad of an'opy 
tunity to transfer their allegiance ? What iz 
that hath made it neceſſary for the Governng 
to keep up ſuch a number of torces, to the Ni 
expence of the nation? Why to curb 
leave others to tell the men, and the religion t 
profeſs. I am ſure it is not to ſecure itſelf agii 
the proteſtant Diſſenters, who, by every prog 
of intereſt, duty, conſcience, gratitude and hond 
are attached to the preſent Monarch, beyond u 
power of threatenings to terrify them, or bil 
or proſpects to corrupt them. 

As to * the ſervices which the Biſhops and Cin 
and the friends of the eſtabliſhed Church can pin 
zo the Monarch on the Throne, T have no intenti 

to diſpute them; but whether they haye been, 
are fo very conſiderable in their ſervices, as that 
the ſake of them his Majeſty ſhould be exclud 
from thoſe which he may expect from the Pilſen 
ters and their well-wiſhers, this I not only doubt 
but utterly deny. In the four laſt years of Que 
Anm reign the Biſhops and Clergy and frien 
to the Church would have been no balance withod 
the Diſſenters and their well-wiſhers, againſt thd 
friends to the Church, who would have ſet ah 
the preſent Royal Family, and brought us und 
the yoke of a bigotted and revengetul Pretend 
It the Diſſenters weigh any thing on the fide « 
the Proteſtant religion, liberties and ſucceſſion, th 
ſhould be thrown into the balance; and if the 
are willing to give all the neceſſary pledges f 
the ſecurity of the conſtitution, the ſecurity of th 

confſitutid 


* b. 1C. 
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nſtitution, I apprehend, requires that his Ma- 
ty ſhould have a liberty of employing them, 
benſoe ver he thinks proper, in the adminiſtration 
opal ay offices whatſoever. Sir, the honour of re- 
at 18 ion, the liberties of mankind, the preſervation 
ern the ftabliſhment from the attempts of Church 


gere nt 
IC 1 


ic orferics and Jacobites, and the ſafety of his Ma- 
- -4perſon and Royal Family, are the powerful 
on te euments with which they plead for their being 
agi lored to the common rights of ſubj ects. 

inci It vas ſome time after your Pamphlet was firſt 
hon bed, before I was ſo happy as to get the 


2nd th 
* brib 


1 Cle 
perſon 


end 


pht of it. I ſuppoſe the impreſſion was called, 
for the ſake of adding that excellent paſſage at 
e beginning of p. 17, relating to the Union Act; 
which it is declared, That all and ſingular afs 
r the eſtabliſhment, &c. of the Church of England, 
6 [ball remain and be in full force for ever; and 
it this act is declared to be an eſſential and fun- 
mental part of the Union between the two king=" 
uw, This you imagine to be a difficulty which 
in our way. But you fhall ſee, Sir, how eaſily 
dd dextrouſly I will remove it, I hope, even to 
our own conviction. If you had read that act 
rough, you would have found alſo a clauſe to 
is purpoſe, That the worſhip, diſcipline, and go- 
ment of the Church of Scotland ſbould continue 
TITHOUT ALTERATION TO ALL GE- 
ERATIONS: And this act is alſo declared 
be held fundamental WITHOUT ANY AL- 
ERATIONS FOR EVER. Now if the 


n, theFurliament of Great-Britain have made any alte- 
tbeß on in this affair with reſpe& to Scotland, what 
res lud hinder them from making an alteration in 
of Hr fame act as it relates to England ? In the 


tutloWith of Q. Anne, an act paſſed tor the toleration 
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bf thoſe of the 1 * 1 Communion in & 
whereby, pray Sir obſerve, the act made 4 
1695, by which Epi/copal Miniflers were proj 


ted to baptize or marry, was REPEALED; x 
by which it was declared, that no pain or for 
ture ſhould be incurred by any perſons by my 
Ne by the Church Yuditatorin 
Scotland. | 

In the fame Parliament alſo, the act made 4,1 
concerning Patronages in Scotland, ſo far as it teli 
to the preſentation of Miniſters by Heretors y 


6 
( 
{ 


», oO —2 


4ame purpoſe, made in the firſt Parliament of 
Wilkam III. and the right of preſentation to Churd 
and "pen fing vacant ſtipends to pious uſts, 1 
ſettled and confirmed in the Patrons, and tbi dn 


bytery obliged to receive ſuch Minifters, Now, WW 
I would ask you, whether you dare affirm . 
the repeal of three acts of Parliament, in far; 
of Epiſcopacy, exempting perſons from the Chu: 
Judicatories in Scotland, and making alteration; 
ſo tender a point as that of Patronage s, was i 
a breach of the act of Union? It not, Weh 
the repeal of the Corporation and Teſt act Wir 
the ſame authority, could juſtly be inferred to Wiſh: 
a breach of it? If not, to what purpoſe hall: 
you alledged this act of Union? And final 
whether it be not preſumption and inſolene Wh; 


any ſingle perſon, to intimate to a Britiſh Pall 
ment, that they dare not repeal the Corporati 
and Teſt acts, unleſs they would be looked on 
breakers of the act of Union, and ſubverters ( 
the conſtitution of the Britiſh Empire? What, 5 
bare you adjufted the diſputt too about the pon 
of Parliament, as well 2s about the claims of ti 
Diſſenters? Tantamne rem? Tam weg/tgenii 


[47 ] 
ve truth is, that no acts of Parliament which do 
+ alter the conſtitution of either Churches, are a 
ach of the act of Union; and as there are no 
foious Teſts to incapacitate thoſe of the epiſcopal 
wafion in Scotland, from being employed by his 
jeſty in that part of his Kingdom, I 1 
: repeal of the Acts which incapacitate his Ma- 
y from employing his proteſtant diſſenting Sub- 
& in England, would be ſo far from a breach of 
e act of Union, that it would be greatly ſtrength- 
git, and an high obligation upon thoſe of the 
wbliihed Church of Scotland; who, is well 
own, would have inſerted a clauſe to this pur- 
{inthe act of Union itſelf, and were diſſwaded 
om inſiſting on it only by the affurance then gi- 
that the Repeal ſhould be made at a more fa- 
durable opportunity. | 
When you have thus prepared your way, by an- 
ring fairly the above queries, you will at- 
in your end, and prove the acts the Diſſenters 
mplain of to be unrepealable. But I am apt to 
i you will find it difficult to perſuade the Le- 
Ilature, either that their hands are thus tied up, 
that the repeal of any acts, which they think 
reaſonable and miſchievous, is any breach of the 
nſtitution. As to the ſettlement made after the 
woluticn, when that matter was maturely con- 
rd, it was the opinion of many as able 
als as any age hath produccd, and of his Majeſt 
ns i/iam amongſt others, that the bounds 
aten the Church aud the Diſſeuters might have 
n more wiſely adjuſted, and that the two Ads 
Wcomplained of ought to have been repealed: 
ad though there was a real diſpoſition in ſome 
F then 
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then to do them Juſtice, and the Biſhops of 
+ Clergy themſelves courted them as brethren, y 
made profeſſion of their temper and good d 
poſition towards them in the time when th 
Zion was in diſtreſs ; yet when the ſtorm 
blown over, Diſſenters were Diſſenters again, th 
very Toleration was look'd on by many with 


thrown cut, by whoſe influence and power | 
reader, who knows any thing of the tranſadii 
of thoſe times, needs to be informed. Ve þ 
had long experience 4 the evil effef4s of the cont 
uance of them, both in the guilt that hath be 
contracted by the profanation of the Sacrament 
ſelf, and in the want of perſons well affected 
our happy ſettlement to fill up the offices of n 
ny Corporations ; and I will venture to af 
that if the Clergy would be thought to have th 
concern for the honour of Religion which becom 
their character, and take the moſt effectual meth 
to procure a laſting affection even to thelr o 
eccleſiaſtical conſtitution, it muſt not be by opp! 
ling all attempts tor reſcuing the ſacred Inftitutia 
of Chriſtianity from proſtitution and contempt, at 
the reſtoring others to the enjoyment of the 
civil rights and liberties ; but by favouring ( 
ſuch attempts, and contributing their aſſiſſa 
to render them ſucceſstul : And though I kno 
my ſelf incapable of adviting thoſe revc 
and moderate Prelates who now fit on ti 
Biſhop's bench; yet I cannot help ſaying, tl 
in my peor 1 their introducing à ll 
for the repcal of thele two Acts, and uli 
their intereſt for the paſſing of it, would high) 
become their ſacred Character of Over/cers 0f 1 


Church of God, procure them the commendati0 
: 0 , . * k ct 
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ps fall the proteſtant Churches of Europe, rendes 
ren, em truly venerable amongſt all good men 
ood tilt they live, and ſecure to their memories 
en mortal honour. Hiſtory would record the 
om M rat event, and perpetuate the names and praiſes 
in, tl: thoſe Fathers of the Church, to whoſe pious en- 


with Wcvours the accompliſhment of it was owing, 
eſe M As to what time is moſt proper tor it, I leaye 
wer iat to the providence of God, the equity of his 
ſacinfO(zjcity, the wiſdom of Parliament, and the pre- 
Ve et conſultations on that important affair. I ſhould 


confeſs, have been much more indifferent my ſelf, 


conti 

th be bether at the end of an old Parliament, or at the 
Anett eginning of a new one, had it not been for your 
ted ¶erinon, That no time is proper; and for a late ſcan- 


ous libel, The Free Briton, which threatens the 

afin iſſenters with the loſs even of the Toleration it ſelf, 

we tu they ask for the farther rights they are excluded 

mm. Till ſome authentick explication be given of 

methoeſc two papers, God and all reaſonable men will, 

elt ou lebe, juſtiſy the A in a peaccable and 
ri 


of m 


pp itul addreſs to the Britiſh Parliament, the ſource 
itutia d guardians of our liberties, for the repeal of 
7 eee two Acts, which they look on as occaſions 
F the the moſt horrid proſtitutions of the Sacrament. 
ing oF the Lord's Supper, a reflection upon his Ma- 


ſiſta 
| knqi 
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ty's concern for the proteſtant Religion, the 
«lt not being made to tie up the hands of a po- 
lb prince, a diſgrace to the true proteſfant 


n arch of England, a noble part of the catholick 
r, thaWiurch of Chriſt, and an invaſion of their own 
a ouiWeits as Britiſh Subjects: I ſay again, that till 
une authentick account be given of theſe two 
hig pers, I believe God and man will juſtify the Diſ> 
N in 2 peaceable and dutiful adareſs to the 
dati Parliament, for the repeal of theſs two Ads 
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[ 44 ] 
at that time, and at THAT TIME ON 
which they themſelves fhall judge to be mot q 
venient. I ſhall only add, that the coalition 
Whigs and Tories, if they know their own 
eiples, is both abſurd and impracticable; and f 
venture to affirm, without the ſpirit of prophe 
that when ever the higs unite with the Joris 
they repent and be converted, and forſake and 
crifice their old, their conſtant friends, the 
teſtant Diſſenters, the peace of his Majeſty's Gm 
ment, and the liberties and happineſs of this Nati 
are at an end. I am, Sir, 


December | Yours, &. 
28, 1732. 


[ 45 ] 
POSTSCRIPT. 


HE author of the Diſpute adjuſted hath 
inſinuated p. 17. that there is this difficul- 
Flies in the Diſſenters way againſt the repeal of 
e Corporation and Teſt Acts, viz, That by the 
& of Union in the ſixth Q. Anne, all and ſingu- 
nr 4s of Parliament, then in force, for the efta= 
ment and preſervation of the Church of England, 
kc, ſhall remain and be in full force for ever. 
ud this Act is alſo declared to be an eſſential 
id fundamental part of the Union between the 
two Kingdoms. An unwary reader would imagine, 
hat by This Ad the Adjuſter meant, either that 
te Corporation or Teſt Act was declared to be an 
ſential or fundamental part of the Union, If he 
lengned to convey this ſuggeſtion to his reader, 
je ought to ask God and his readers pardon for 
þ notoriouſly falſe an inſinuation. Indeed, the 
hole paſſage appears evidently intended to con- 
ey this ſenſe. For how is the Act of Union a 
difficulty in the Diſſenters way, if the Corpora- 
ton — Teſt Acts are not confirmed by the Act 
of Union ? That they are not confirmed by the 
Union Act, yea, that the Union Act was made ab- 
blutely excluſive of theſe two Acts, appears from 
the Annals of Queen Anne's reign, V. 5. p. 437. 
for at the ſecond reading of the bill for the ſe- 
rity of the Church of England in the Houſe of 
Lords February 3. 1706, the Queen and Prince 
being preſent, a queſtion was put, whether it ſhould 
be an inſtruction, by the leave of the Houſe, to 
nlert in the bill the Act made 25 Car. II. entitled, 
In Act for the preventing dangers which may hap- 
vn rom Popiſb Recuſants, the very Teſt Act; and it 
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was reſolved in the negative, by a majority 
voices againft 33. And when the Comm 
10, * in a Committee of the whole Houſe, 
upon the engroſſed bill from the Lords, earl 
An at for the ſecurity of the Church of Engl 
as by law eſtabliſhed, a motion was made 
the queſtion propoſed, that it be an inſtrachy 
the ig Committee, that they might recei 
amendment or amendments, for the partie 
naming the Act of the 13th Year of K. 41 
for the well governing and regulating Corp 
and alſo the 25th of the ſaid King, for pr 
dangers which may happen from Popiſh Rec . 
and the ſaid queſtion was put, and it 1 
negative; and the next day the ſaid bill v 
the third time, paſſed without any amen 
and ſent back to the Lords: So that aſter 
conſideration of the affair, whether the ini 
into the a&t- of Union the Corporation ani 
Acts was neceſſary for the ſecurity of the M 
of Englaud; R was reſolved by Lords and Wi 
mons in the negative; and therefore, as the 
never inſerted, the act of Union is no di 
in the way of the repeal of them, and the A 
hath difcovered his ignorance or ſomething wal 
by inſinuating that theſe Acts amongſt other 
remain, and be in full force for ever. But 
would expect truth or charity from an 
for ſuch a cauſe ? 
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